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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/26/07 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant's representative, Emmanuel Rivera, and the Examiner held a telephonic interview on 
June 13, 2007. Applicant's representative has made no new arguments in the response of 
6/26/2007 that were not raised during the interview . As clearly stated in the interview summary 
prepared by the Examiner, Applicant's representative was explicitly informed that the arguments 
being made would not overcome the Win reference . As clearly stated in the interview summary 
prepared by the Examiner, Applicant's representative was explicitly informed that substantial claim 
amendments would be required to overcome the Win reference . 

3. It is noted that an interview was granted during prosecution of this application on 2/16/2006, in 
which Applicant's representative, Emmanuel Rivera, stated that claim amendments would be forth coming 
following the interview. No claim amendments were submitted following the interview of 2/16/2006. 

4. Applicant's representative should prepare proposed claim amendments in advance of any 
future reguests for interviews with the Examiner . MPEP 713.01, III: "An interview should be had only 
when the nature of the case is such that the interview could serve to develop and clarify specific issues 
and lead to a mutual understanding between the examiner and the applicant, and thereby advance the 
prosecution of the application. Thus, the attorney when presenting himself or herself for an interview 
should be fully prepared to discuss the issues raised in the Office action. When it is obvious that the 
attorney is not so prepared, an interview should not be* permitted. It is desirable that the attorney or 
applicant indicated in advance what issues he or she desires to discuss at the interview by submitting, in 
writing, a proposed amendment. This would permit the examiner to prepare in advance for the interview 
and to focus on the matters set forth in the proposed amendment." (emphasis in original) 

5. Applicant argued that Win failed to include "clearing cookies from the browser by setting the 
cookies' values to nothing and the cookies' expire time to a past date." Setting the cookie expiration 
times to a past value is accomplished in column 11, lines 16-17, where a cookie is returned with an 
expiration time in the past. Setting the cookies' value to nothing occurs in column 1 1 , lines 18-20, where 
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the cookie is discarded. When a cookie is discarded, its value is set to "nothing." Applicant's 
specification, page 12, line 6, explicitly states that setting the cookies value to nothing clears the cookie. 
This is the same functionality as the Win reference. Applicant's specification never disclosed any 
reference to setting a null value in a cookie as Applicant's representative attempted to argue. See further 
the concise explanation given to Applicant's representative of this position during the telephonic interview 
of 6/13/2007 as shown in the interview summary. 

6. Applicant's argument in reference to dependent claims 2-6 and 33, independent claim 7, 
dependent claims 8, 9 and 34, independent claim 10, dependent claim 35, independent claim 1 1 , 
dependent claims 12, 13 and 14, independent claim 15, dependent claim 36, independent claim 16, 
dependent claim 37, independent claim 17, dependent claim 38, independent claim 18, dependent claims 
20-23 and 39, independent claim 24, dependent claims 25-28 and 40, independent claim 29, dependent 
claim 30, independent claim 31, dependent claim 32, and dependent claim 19 all constitute the same 
argument - the claims fail to teach setting a cookie value to nothing. See paragraph 3 above. 

7. Applicant's response of 6/26/2007 seems to indicate that amendments to the claims were made 
with this submission. . Remarks, page 17, line 1: "Claim 1 has been amended..." Applicant's 
representative failed to make any claim amendments with this submission. Applicant's 
representative was explicitly informed on 6/13/2007 during the telephonic interview that 
"substantial claim amendments" would be necessary to overcome the Win reference. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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9. Claims 1-18 and 20-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Win et al. 
(US 6,453,353 B1). 

10. In regard to claims 1 , 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 5, 1 6, 1 7, 1 8, 24, 29, and 31 , Win disclosed: 

receiving a selection of a logout link; [Win, column 1 1 , lines 11-13] 
generating a logout page for display on a browser being used by the user; [Win, column 
11, lines 11-13] 

causing a request for data from the server to be issued by the browser; [Win, column 1 1 , 
lines 13-15] 

clearing cookies from the browser by setting the cookies' values to nothing and the 
cookies' expire time to a past date; [Win, column 1 1 , li nes 1 5-20] 

wherein the cookies include data provided by the browser to the server [Win, column 1 0 , 
lines 41-55] 

wherein further the data contains at le$st one of: 

a date and time that the user is authenticated by an authentication server, 
a profile for the user, and 

a list of sites visited by the user following a most recent logout from the 
authentication server, wherein the sites include web servers [Win, column 10, lines 41- 
55] 

and receiving and displaying an image from multiple servers by receiving source image 
tags from the authentication server; issuing get image requests to URLs identified by the 
image tags; rendering an image received in responses from the domain servers; [Win, 
column 11, line 12-13. The system's logout page included images. Examples of the 
pages used by Win are shown in the Personalized Menu Service in column 1 1 , lines 42- 
64. 

11. In regard to claims 2, 8, Win disclosed: 
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the request further causes the server to send an image to the browser which is indicative 
of successful logout [Win, column 11, lines 42-64. The Personalized Menu Service is returned 
upon logout.] 

12. In regard to claims 3, 9, 26 Win disclosed: 

multiple servers are logged out of by selection of a single logout link. [Win, column 1 1 , 
lines 10-20.] 

13. In regard to claims 4, 27, Win disclosed: 

the logout link may be located on any of the multiple servers and an authentication 
server. [Win, column 11, lines 10-20] 

14. In regard to claim 5, Win disclosed: 

a visited sites cookie maintains a list of all sites logged into by the user. [Win, column 1 0, 
lines 41-55] 

15. In regard to claim 6, Win disclosed: 

selected cookies are expired to log out of the server. [Win, column 1 1 , lines 13-20] 

16. In regard to claim 12, Win disclosed: 

maintaining a list of servers that a user has logged into identified by site ID. [column 1 0, 
lines 1-55] 

17. In regard to claim 13, Win disclosed: 

a list of servers is used to identify the link to each expire cookies page on each server. 
[Win, column 11, lines 10-20] 

18. In regard to claim 14, Win disclosed: 

the request for a logout page can be initiated via different server pages. [Win, column 1 1 , 
lines 10-20] 

19. In regard to claim 20, Win disclosed: 

the image tag ensures that the image will not be retrieved from cache. [Win, column 1 1 , 
lines 57-58] 

20. In regard to claims 21 , 30, 32, Win disclosed: 
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the image tag includes a query. [Win, column 1 1 , lines 57-58. The "query" accesses a 

URL.] 

21. In regard to claims 22, 25, Win disclosed: 

the domain servers logged into are identified in a visited sites data structure. [Win, 
column 10, lines 1-40] 

22. In regard to claim 23, Win disclosed: 

the data structure comprises a cookie. [Win, column 10, lines 41-65] 

23. In regard to claim 28, Win disclosed: 

the cookies comprise user personal information. [Win, column 10, lines 41-55] 

24. In regard to claim 33, Win disclosed: 

the data contains at least one of: 

a date and time that the user is authenticated by an authentication server, and 

a profile for the user. 
[Win, column 10, lines 41-55] 

25. In regard to claims 34-40, Win disclosed: 

, the data contains at least one of: 

a date and time that the user is authenticated by an authentication server; 
a profile for the user, and 

a list of sites visited by the user following a most recent logout from the 
authentication server, wherein the sites include web servers. 
[Win, column 10, lines 41-55] 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

26. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

27. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Win in view of Official 
Notice. 

28. Win disclosed the use of images in column 1 1 , lines 42-64, under the Personalized Menu 
Service. Win failed to explicitly state that the icons and graphic buttons used in lines 57-58 were 
checkmarks. However, Official Notice is taken that a checkmark is a well known graphic image. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any image with Win, including a checkmark. 

Conclusion 

29. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Jeffrey R. Swearingen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3921. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 



1000. 




-Oasoifcardone 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 



JRS 



